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I. Introduction 
 
 Over the past few decades it has become a concern for libraries and cultural 
repositories, such as archives and museums, to discover who is using their collections to 
better serve their users.  There has been a concerted effort especially to understand 
professional users, such as history and humanities scholars, who use these institutions in 
their research.  However, there are small groups within or associated with these fields, 
such as classicists, who go unnoticed in user studies.  Since classical studies draws from 
certain aspects of both history and the humanities, it makes sense that classicists are 
lumped into these fields.  However, as classicists they are distinct from the larger fields 
of humanities and history.  Thus the question arises over what classicists use in their 
research.   
 The general misconception is that a classicist can be easily called a historian, and 
the stereotype of the historian is the overwhelming need for these professionals to see and 
touch documents and artifacts.  It is not good enough for these researchers to view 
evidence and artifacts, whether paper documents or not, in photographs or through the 
computer screen.  The main goal of these scholars is to touch and view the actual thing.  
However, as with any large and undefined group of scholars, the question really becomes 
what certain disciplines within the large group use to conduct research.  Such is the case 
with classicists, who may very well be confused with the more general historian.  Since 
an in depth study of what materials classicists use does not exist, and classicists are often 
seen only as historians how historians view and use materials in their research can easily 
be superimposed onto classicists. 
 Over the past few years, user studies in libraries have been conducted mainly of 
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the broad population of professionals such as historians and humanists.  In a select few of 
these studies of historians and humanists, classicists have been noted as occasionally 
making up a small percentage of both.  The majority of the studies leave out individual 
focus, preferring instead to broadly call their participants “historians” or “humanists” 
instead of looking at what each person is researching.  In this way, if classicists were 
included at all in these studies, the term “historian” or “humanist” is too broad and leaves 
the actual focus of the individual a mystery.   
Classical studies encompass a broad range of areas, such as language, 
architecture, and art, the field is unlike others.  The fields of history and humanities 
certainly contribute to classical studies, but classicists are beyond being described as 
either one or the other.  Therefore, as classicists are composed of each of these fields, as 
well as many others, such as linguistics and geography, they deserve their own study in 
an attempt to understand exactly what they use in their research.   
 The purpose of this study is to better understand what classicists use in research, 
and more specifically what journals classical scholars refer to in their publications.  In 
order to discover what classicists prefer to use in their research, a study was conducted of 
the recent volumes of three academic journals focused on the classics and classical 
studies fields.  To gain the best information on what materials classicists use, a citation 
analysis of the articles published in these journals was employed.    
Understanding what professionals, undergraduates and the general public use in 
libraries and cultural repositories has been a concern for the past two decades.  While 
twenty years seems like a considerable amount of time, for librarians and archivists this is 
relatively recent.  The question of what people use in libraries and how frequently has 
been the foundation for countless user studies.  However, what periodicals and other 
materials classicists might use in a library has gone completely unnoticed.  Many studies 
have been conducted on how historians, as well as other, more specific studies on how 
other professionals in the humanities use archives.  User studies on historians and 
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humanities professionals can refer back to user studies done on the same groups of people 
ten or twenty years ago.  Adding classicists to these groups, and even creating more 
diverse studies focused on specific areas of study, such as the other smaller areas within 
the larger field of the humanities, would benefit this trend in library user studies. 
The findings of this study might benefit further understanding in what materials 
classicists use, especially concerning periodicals.  With a wealth of classics oriented 
periodicals a library is often dependent on the faculty members to make decisions about 
journal subscriptions.  Journal subscriptions can be notoriously expensive, thus making 
judgments on which journals to subscribe to problematic without an understanding on 
who might find which journal useful.  This user study might assist any library with its 
collection management concerning classics periodicals. 
Moreover, libraries need not be the only institution that might benefit from a user 
study in classical scholarship.  The field of classical studies might also benefit in terms of 
discovering what periodicals scholars in their field use.  This study might then begin a 
road map for any classical scholar to the best and most frequently used periodicals in 
their field, as well as inform them of what the future might hold for publications in 
classical studies. 
To gain a better understanding of what is being used is always essential for 
libraries, and to single out classicists from historians in terms of what periodicals they use 
could benefit both classicists and libraries.  The work of this study would contribute both 
to history, humanities, and classics departments, as well as to any library interested in 
starting or maintaining a research collection in the classics.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 5
II. Literature Review 
 
 Studies concerning information science and classics scholars are rare, if not 
nonexistent.  The field has not commanded enough attention to warrant this attention, and 
thus has been merged into either the humanities or history whenever user studies are 
conducted on library use and materials.  In great instances these studies rarely mention 
the participation of classics scholars, leaving their actions and habits unknown to the field 
of library science.   
 The state of classical scholarship, put by Camilla MacKay of the Blegan Library 
at the American School of Classical Studies in Athens, is one of increasing dispute.  In 
her article “Classification of a Classical Studies Library in Greece and the Changing 
Nature of Classical Scholarship in the Twentieth Century,” MacKay discusses trends in 
classical publications and the problems caused by the increase in interdisciplinary 
research done by classical scholars.  While the article mostly discusses the Blegan 
Library’s history and classification scheme as introduced by the library’s first director, 
Woolsey Heermance, the most recent trends in classical scholarship and publication are 
also discussed.  MacKay mostly describes the affect of these new trends in classical 
publication on the classification scheme of the Blegan Library in Athens, which has 
changed little since 1903.  While some published research can easily be applied to the 
Blegan Library’s scheme, other more interdisciplinary research is often a challenge.  
Since the scheme has not changed in over one hundred years, the trends in what is being 
researched and published by classicists are easily picked out.  For instance, the growth in 
the library’s section devoted to social studies in the classics and the sudden increase of 
edited conference volumes published in the 1990s as compared to any other decade.  
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These trends are highly debated among classical scholars, as the field shows both a 
conservative stance of returning to past standards and a more interdisciplinary approach 
to research with similar fields that cross well with the classics.   
 However, the state of increased monograph publication in the form of edited 
volumes does not mean that there is a lack of journals in the field of classical studies.  
MacKay points out that the Blegan Library has consistently added more new periodical 
titles.  The trend of publishing in edited volumes increases both because articles for 
edited volumes do not need to be as long or polished as those published in peer-reviews 
journals, and because monographs are commonly required for professors to receive 
tenure at many academic institutions.   
 Following the lines of materials classicists use in their research, this study might 
also reflect some of these recent publishing trends, as well as indicate which journals are 
most often referred to, especially if the field has the ability to produce and sustain more 
journals.  Whether or not the articles in these journals are cited by professionals in the 
classics field could indicate the value of more recently founded journals, compared to the 
older and more established titles. 
 Over the past decade libraries have been more interested in who uses their 
materials, what materials are most often consulted, and more recently with the advent of 
the internet in what way these materials are accessed.  The common trend among these 
studies is to pull information from large groups of specific individuals.  In the case of 
departments like special collections, researchers, genealogists and historians are 
commonly the most sought after individuals for user studies.  In the case of the general 
library, many groups are often the focal point for any user study aimed to determine what 
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kind of resources are being used, in which case any professional academic might be a 
source of information depending on the focal point of the study.  In other cases general 
studies are preferred to gather information on the common user or the large body of 
undergraduates that patronize the library each day.   
 That the classical studies department has been overlooked in these studies is not a 
surprise.  Classical studies in many universities is a field integrated so completely into 
larger fields like history and humanities that it might not be uncommon for the field of 
classical studies to be completely swallowed by the history department in smaller 
universities.  In other institutions it might be so small as to be a department consisting of 
perhaps one or two professors and a handful of students.  The field itself is small, but the 
draw classics has on other fields such as history and social sciences, which use classics in 
turn, make classical studies a potentially large interdisciplinary area of research.  Because 
of this ability to cross into so many other fields, library user studies featuring historians 
and humanities professionals become important in understanding what professors in this 
large interdisciplinary area use in their research.  While most user studies concerning 
historians strive to answer questions such as how scholars find materials, they also 
commonly answer questions of what scholars find useful as well. 
Margaret F. Stieg conducted a study titled “The Information of Needs of 
Historians,” in which she asks how historians in different fields of study get their 
information.  In this study, a broad range of individuals in each field of history were 
selected and surveyed.  The great majority of participants were United States historians; 
however the study did include seven classical historians, although they were not 
mentioned specifically.  The goal of this survey was to see which information tools were 
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used most consistently in libraries and which were most helpful.  Of these tools, 
manuscripts were found to be the second most inconvenient behind microfilm, mainly 
because there is typically only one copy of a certain manuscript and it is located only in 
one archive.  Manuscripts were also described as difficult to locate in an archive, as 
guides and indexes are not sufficient enough and service was mostly inadequate.  This 
study was greatly considered, as it is the only piece of literature that involved use of 
materials and classical scholars.  It is also focused on historians and the library setting, 
instead of historians searching and using materials in a cultural repository or archive, 
which seems to be a much more popular subject of research at current.   
One of the most interesting studies conducted in this area is “Patterns of 
Information Seeking in the Humanities” by Stephen E. Wiberly and William G. Jones, 
which is a study conducted over a year-long seminar in the humanities at the Institute of 
for the Humanities at the University of Illinois at Chicago.  This study involved 
“humanists” instead of strictly defined historians.  The participants in this seminar were 
studied through informal interviews and unstructured discussions about how they 
conducted their research.  While not specific about whether or not classics scholars were 
included as “humanists,” this study is one of the most relevant to the question of how 
classicists use repositories and libraries, as it looks at the broad group of humanities 
scholars instead of historians.  The study’s findings are remarkably similar to those of 
other studies involving historians.  Humanities scholars mainly research alone, read 
primary sources, follow citations, did not until recently rely on computers to search for 
material, and rarely consult reference librarians over archivists.  This study could be 
highly relevant to any research involving classicists and use of materials, as it dealt 
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mainly with humanists rather than historians.  However, it attempts to answer the 
question of how humanities scholars find information instead of what materials 
humanities scholars tend to use.     
To add to user studies concerning humanities scholars, Sue Stone’s “Humanities 
Scholars: Information Needs and Uses” addresses how humanities scholars conducted 
research in a library and what information tools they use.  This is extremely helpful to the 
current question as well, as classicists are not only historians, but are also humanities 
scholars.  As they use so much of history, language, and social science, they fit in nicely 
between the two fields.  This study’s question of how humanities scholars research 
mirrors “Patterns of Information Seeking in the Humanities,” and comes to several of the 
same findings. “Humanities Scholars: Information Needs and Uses” reviews the findings 
of studies done by the Centre for Research on User Studies at the University of Sheffield.  
These findings are especially pertinent to studies of classical scholars, as it shows that 
humanities scholars and historians are alike in the way they use information tools.  Both 
work primarily alone, use citations, have a need to browse the collection, and are less 
inclined to use computers.   
These user studies focus primarily on established professionals within the fields 
of history and the humanities, while Future Historians: Their Quest for Information by 
Roberto Delgadillo and Beverly P. Lynch takes a look at the new generation of such 
professionals.  Using twenty-two graduate students in the field of history at UCLA, 
interviews were conducted to discuss and analyze the participants responses to questions 
about their use of libraries, materials, and technology in their research.  While this study 
seeks to answer first the question of how these future historians find information, it also 
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answers questions of what they use along the way.  Findings in this study suggested that 
while primary sources, such as diaries and letters, were used, although the heaviest 
reliance was on secondary materials such as monographs and journal articles.  The use of 
computers was also studied among the participants, and the findings suggested that 
computer use among history graduate students as common although the final conclusion 
on use of online services and electronic format of journals is unclear.  As the study was 
conducted in the spring of 1995, the general conclusion reflects a greater use of print 
resources.  Ten years later, with many more resources to be found online, this trend may 
well have completely reversed among history graduate students. 
Among all of these studies and articles concerning the use of libraries and 
materials by historians and humanities professors, Use of Periodicals by Humanities 
Scholars by Robert N. Broadus might be the most poignant to this current study.  
Between 1982 and 1984 requests for periodicals at the National Humanities Center at the 
Research Triangle Park in North Carolina were analyzed.  While the study does not 
mention classical scholarship in any way, what it does indicate is the general periodical 
use of humanities scholars, whom may or may not be classical scholars.  The findings of 
this study include journals that are based in the classical studies field, listing titles from 
most requested to least: Classical Philology, Hesperia, The Classical Quarterly, 
American Journal of Philology, Hermes, Classical Journal, Greek, Roman, and 
Byzantine Studies, and Studies in Philology.  Classical Philology received the most 
requests with twenty-seven, and Studies in Philology the least with twelve.  Since the 
broad spectrum of humanities scholars were studied, the most popular journal was 
Diacritics with sixty-eight requests.  This makes the popularity of classics journals quite 
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small in comparison; however their presence must be noted.  Classical Studies is only a 
small section of the humanities, and the use of their journals by the whole would be 
relatively small, although their use among the journals requested is evenly distributed 
throughout the list of titles and therefore they are either used frequently by classics 
scholars or others in the humanities field use these journals as well.  As this study was 
conducted between 1982 and 1984, this list of journals and its inclusion of classical 
journal titles provides a comparison to the findings of this study and the affect of time on 
classical studies periodicals. 
Interestingly, this study also discusses the relationship between citations and 
actual uses of periodicals.  The strength of this relationship had been seen as weak for the 
reasons that citations are made for a many reasons and might not involve actual use of the 
periodical.  A comparison was made between the journals scholars requested during the 
study and the most cited journals listed by Arts & Humanities Citation Index.  By 
comparing these two lists of journals, thirty-seven of the journals that the study 
discovered as used more frequently were listed in the top fifty most cited journals listed 
by the Arts & Humanities Citation Index.  This would suggest that citation analysis of 
journals has become a more credible source for user studies. 
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III.  Methodology 
 
 A classicist is, by definition, a classical scholar.  Classicists are those who follow 
classicism, which could be defined as principles that embody literature, art, or 
architecture of ancient Greece and Rome.  As the case goes with many definitions of 
certain scholarly fields, these are too general to apply to classical studies and classicists.  
While on the whole, the three giants of classics are art, literature, and architecture, there 
are other topics that apply to the field – many just as important, if not more so -- such as 
history, military history, politics, philosophy, economics, social structure, and even 
human behavior.   
 With so many topics in what is always assumed to be a small, literary field, the 
course of studying what classicists use for research is a difficult task.  The possible 
methods are many, from formal written surveys to citation analysis of articles to a 
combination of both.  For the purposes of studying what classics scholars use in their 
research, a citation analysis of the articles in certain journals was used.   
 Citation analysis has its drawbacks; however it was the logical methodological 
choice for this researcher.  Citation analysis offers concrete evidence that is invaluable to 
user studies.  It is, in a sense, nothing more than looking at an artifact and making 
objective and systematic inferences.  Where written surveys might be helpful in finding 
opinion on resources, availability of these resources, and other such areas, this study is 
more interested in numbers, titles, and their repetition.  The greatest concern was 
discovering the raw data of what materials classicists prefer in their research, and the 
most reliable way to collect this data was to bypass the survey method and use only a 
content analysis of very recent journals to pull out certain titles that were cited in articles 
authored by classicists and scholars researching in the classical studies field.  The last and 
arguably one of the most important reasons for the exclusion of a written survey was time 
constraints.  In order to pull the most valuable information from classicists would have 
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involved more time than this study was allotted, and would have made it reliant on 
outside factors that it could not begin to control.   
 For this study, use of resources by classicists was measured by an analysis of 
citations provided in selected journals.  From the citations in published articles, a map 
can be drawn out of what classicists use, and therefore cite, most frequently.  This map 
can include such materials as monographs, periodicals, websites, and institutions such as 
cultural repositories.  The two most populous materials could be assumed to be 
monographs and periodicals, thus these two resources were paid particular attention to.   
 The most pressing matter in the citation analysis was determining where these 
citations would be drawn from.  There are dozens of reputable journals in the classical 
studies field, with many more that the field would consider helpful in a multi disciplinary 
light.  Acknowledging this factor meant that citations should be drawn from journals that 
focus solely on the many topics concerning classical studies.  In this way it would be 
more likely that the authors contributing to the journals would be scholars of classics 
instead of another field that might occasionally draw upon or interest classics.  It would 
also be more likely that the journals used in the study would also be well-used by 
classical scholars in their research, and would therefore serve two important roles in the 
study: providing the citations to be analyzed and in turn being included in the final tally 
of periodical titles most used by classical studies scholars.   
 Another concern with the selection of journals are the topics each journal focuses 
on.  Classical studies is a field packed to the brim with variety, and journals that are 
focused entirely on classics often have a second focus.  For instance, the Journal of 
Hellenic Studies is obviously focused on the classics, but its secondary focus on the 
Hellenic period of ancient Greece is too narrow to make it a valid journal to use for this 
study.  The same might be said for the American Journal of Philology, which is just as 
focused on the classics as the Journal of Hellenic Studies, and serves a large part of the 
field.  In its own description of itself, the American Journal of Philology publishes 
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research in Greek and Roman literature, classical linguistics, and Greek and Roman 
history, society, religion, and philosophy.  The American Journal of Philology is an 
excellent example of serving a variety of areas within classical studies, however it is also 
too narrow.  Moreover, it serves only American classical scholarship when classical 
studies is clearly a field that exists and thrives far outside of America.  Journals with 
special interests were clearly unsuitable to the needs of the study, which includes all 
aspects of classical studies.  Therefore the decision was made to primarily study journals 
that do not have a secondary focus, and that were written for classical studies in America, 
Europe, and elsewhere across the globe.  The journals that best fit these requirements 
were The Classical Quarterly and Classical Antiquity.   
 The Classical Quarterly is a journal published bi-annually by the Oxford 
University Press on behalf of The Classical Association since 1906, and is self-described 
as one of the major journals serving the field of classical studies.  It is focused on Greco-
Roman antiquity, and has published research papers and notes in the broader aspects of 
that field such as language, literature, history and philosophy.  The description of The 
Classical Quarterly as being one of the major journals was taken from the journal’s 
publisher, and at first consideration may not be the most reliable.  However, it is 
subsequently described by JSTOR as the “principal scholarly journal” of the classical 
studies field and is “indispensable” to any serious classical scholar.  Therefore its 
reputation as being essentially the most respected journal in classical studies made it a 
valuable tool both for classical studies scholars in terms of research materials, but as the 
most important journal to use in studying what materials classics scholars cite.   
 The second journal that best fit the primary requirements was Classical Antiquity, 
a journal published biannually by the University of California Press that publishes 
interdisciplinary research on literally all the major issues of the field of classics.  The 
journal is a succession to the California Studies in Classical Antiquity and was 
inaugurated in 1982, making it easily one of the youngest journals in the field of classical 
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studies.  Classical Antiquity prides itself on combining the “pleasures, politics, 
intellectualism, cultural production, sciences, and linguistics” of the classics, as well as 
including research on Greek and Roman literature, history, archaeology, art, philosophy, 
and philology over an expanse of time from the Bronze Age through Late Antiquity.  It is 
also a younger, more modern journal as compared to The Classical Quarterly, and 
describes itself as a place where the ancient world can be analyzed with “scholarly 
verve.”  Thus Classical Antiquity was included not only because of its extremely broad 
focus, but because of its different attitude about approaching subjects in the classics.   
 Although the primary requirement for the inclusion of journals in this study was a 
broad scope over the classics, the definition of classical studies and classics is quite 
narrow.  Since this definition does not include such broad areas of study, nor should it for 
the sake of keeping definitions short and concise, it makes sense to include at least one 
journal that addresses only the main topics of study that are provided in the definition of 
classical studies.  In so many instances, literature takes over the field of classical studies.  
Its inclusion as the first and most important aspect of the field in the most basic definition 
of classical studies is not a surprise.  Classical antiquity from Greece to Rome is 
numerously populated with authors, playwrights, and poets, whose work was preserved 
through centuries and is still published and meticulously studied.  However, this area of 
classics is also much more than mere literature.  In nearly every work that was produced 
in that time, clear parallels are made to other aspects of the culture, history, and politics 
of Greece, Rome, or both.  Plays such as “Oedipus Rex” and “The Clouds” can be 
studied as more than literature, but as a study of modern psychology or political turmoil 
during classical antiquity.  Even in this instance, the field brings in a broader scope into 
one section of study.   
The journal that fits this area in the definition of classics is Mnemosyne.  Quite 
easily one of the oldest journals in publication for classical studies, Mnemosyne was 
founded in 1852 as a journal for classical literature and is published by Brill Academic 
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Publishers, which serves selected fields such as history, law, Islamic and Asian Studies, 
Religion, and Social Studies.  While it is located in the Netherlands, it strives to serve 
both Europe and America, and mainly features articles in English.  It also features a book 
review section and a “Miscellanea” section featuring short articles written on book 
excerpts.    
 The last requirement for the selection of journals was whether or not they were 
available online through the University of North Carolina’s library website.  Because the 
latest studies suggest that historians and humanities scholars have only begun to use 
computers and the internet very recently, it was important to use journals that were 
available online to scholars no matter their university affiliation.  These journals were 
also available in a paper copy, which allowed for much easier access and a better chance 
that they would be used by classicists both at the University of North Carolina and 
elsewhere, whether these scholars had an internet connection, preferred to use the 
journals online through any of the available databases that carried them, or used the 
journals in paper format.  Online journals also made researching the volumes easier.  
They were always available for use online, and therefore could be studied at any 
convenient time.   
Unfortunately, the drawback to this approach was that certain journals cannot be 
placed online as soon as their paper copy is published.  In the case of the three journals 
used in the study – The Classical Quarterly, Mnemosyne, and Classical Antiquity – all 
current volumes of Classical Antiquity were available online; however, the latest copy of 
The Classical Quarterly was missing.  Due to the way the journal is published, the recent 
copy of The Classical Quarterly was not published online until nearly four months after 
the paper copy was published and therefore it did not appear until far after the research 
for the study was completed.  Mnemosyne presented the same challenge, as only the first 
four issues were online during the course of the study.  Two more issues were published 
online after the citation analysis was complete, although enough data was taken from the 
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first four issues of the journal to make the last two issues inconsequential to the outcome 
of the study.   
After finalizing the requirements and selecting the journals that would be part of 
the study, the general extent of the journals had to be assessed.  Because this study is not 
comparing the changes in citations of classical studies journals over the years, nor is it 
determining what resources have increased and decreased in popularity, the number of 
issues of each journal should be included in the study was determined only by the most 
recent citations.  The study is interested only in the most current trends in classical 
studies citations, and reaches back to January 2004 and no further.  This would include 
two issues of Classical Antiquity, four issues of Mnemosyne, and one issue of The 
Classical Quarterly.  Articles in these journals totaled to eleven in Classical Antiquity, 
thirteen in Mnemosyne, and forty-one in The Classical Quarterly.  
A technique had to be put into place to draw information from citations in the 
bibliographies of each article the journals published. For Mnemosyne and Classical 
Antiquity all the articles had listed bibliographies.  Therefore the citations were counted 
in each bibliography.  Monographs were tallied as a basic number, with their titles and 
authors left out.  For this study, only the titles of the periodicals were identified by title; 
monographs were counted to make the study of what classicists use more complete.  Each 
article cited was listed for each journal studied.  To gain a sense of the value of each cited 
journal, repeated titles were counted.  This was done for every article in each journal.   
 The Classical Quarterly presented a different method of citation that forced the 
technique of studying the bibliographies to change course.  Articles published in The 
Classical Quarterly overwhelmingly did not include bibliographies.  In the instance of 
the recent volume of The Classical Quarterly, only one article had a bibliography.  All 
other articles in the volume lacked a bibliography, and left citations of journals and other 
materials to footnotes.  Thus for The Classical Quarterly the footnotes of the articles 
were studied in order to gain any information from the journal.   
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 The most challenging, and unforeseen, aspect of tallying the cited journal titles 
was the general tendency of scholars to cite an abbreviated title instead of the formal 
journal title.  After all the abbreviations were recorded, Classical Scholarship: An 
Annotated Bibliography by Thomas P. Halton and Stella O’Leary was consulted to assign 
formal titles to the abbreviations.  After the journals that had been cited most frequently 
had formal titles assigned to their abbreviations, a master list was created of every journal 
cited in The Classical Quarterly, Classical Antiquity, and Mnemosyne.   
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IV. Analysis 
 
 The raw data obtained from the study of The Classical Quarterly, Classical 
Antiquity, and Mnemosyne leaves a clear pattern to analyze.  Of ninety-seven citations in 
the 2004 volumes of Mnemosyne, seventeen of those citations came from The Classical 
Quarterly.  The second most cited journal title among articles published in Mnemosyne 
was the journal Hermes with five citations.  Mnemosyne itself was cited four times in 
articles it published, sharing the same number of citations with journal titles Minos and 
Hesperia.  Five other journals received three citations – American Journal of Philology, 
Journal of Hellenic Studies, Philologus, Revue des études grecques, and Zeitschrift für 
Papyrologie und Epigraphik.   
 The citations in Classical Antiquity were many and evenly spread out from the 
fifteen citations for Bulletin de correspondence hellénique to the block of fifty-five 
journals that received only one citation.  Of the other journals that were cited most 
frequently in Classical Antiquity is Transactions of the American Philological 
Association and The Classical Quarterly with nine citations each.  Classical Journal, 
Ramus, and Classical Antiquity all received eight citations each.  However, there were 
around two hundred and fifty journal citations made in the articles of Classical Antiquity; 
sixteen titles received two citations each, ten titles received three citations each, and 
thirteen other journal titles received from four to seven citations each.   
 In the articles published by The Classical Quarterly there was a spread of 
citations that included a large block of twenty-three journals that received one citation 
each, four journals that received two citations, and three journals that received three.  
Classical Philology and Journal of Roman Studies received five and four citations 
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respectfully.  The Classical Quarterly, with six citations, was unsurprisingly the more 
popular journal. 
 Overall, the raw data indicates that The Classical Quarterly bests all other 
journals.  Two of the three journals studied cite The Classical Quarterly more than any 
other journal, leaving the overall totals between the three journals with The Classical 
Quarterly being the most popular cited journal with thirty-two citations.  After The 
Classical Quarterly, Bulletin de correspondence hellénique was cited fifteen times, 
Transactions of the American Philological Association was cited a total of fourteen 
times, American Journal of Philology was cited thirteen times, Hesperia and Harvard 
Studies in Classical Philology were both cited twelve times, Zeitschrift für Papyrologie 
und Epigraphik received eleven citations, and Classical Journal, Hermes, and Ramus 
were cited ten times each.   
 While periodicals are the main focus of the study, monographs and other 
materials were taken into consideration for the articles in Classical Antiquity and 
Mnemosyne to form an understanding of where periodicals stood in terms of general 
popularity among materials used by classicists.  In terms of how popular monographs as a 
whole are to periodicals in the bibliographies of the articles studied, classical studies 
scholars cited a monograph or edited volume 76% of the time (882 counted citations), 
whereas periodicals were cited 24% (224 counted citations).  In terms of what other 
materials classicists cited in these articles, there is nearly no evidence to suggest that they 
use anything other than monographs, edited volumes, and periodicals.  One article out of 
all the articles involved in the study cited a website, which makes up the total of other 
materials cited by classical scholars in the journals studied.  This website was related to 
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an article concerning the Athenian Treasury, and allowed the viewer to tour the remains 
of the Treasury online.  The lack of citations concerning museums or other repositories 
would suggest that classicists research much like historians and other humanities 
scholars, in that following citations in journals and monographs is a much preferred 
method of research, and makes the study of periodical use among classicists much more 
pertinent.   
 After the immediate numbers of the recorded data, the question invariably 
becomes why certain journals were cited more than others.  In this instance, the questions 
turn into why some journals were overwhelmingly favored over other journals in the 
classical studies field, why certain journal titles were cited more in the articles of one 
journal than in the articles of another, and simply what do the cited journals contribute to 
the classical studies field.   
 In each field of study there are dominant journals..  The field of classics is no 
different, and although it has seen a recent trend in interdisciplinary research the top 
journals in classical scholarship ultimately are supported by the findings of this study.  
The three most cited journals among the articles published in The Classical Quarterly, 
Classical Antiquity, and Mnemosyne are The Classical Quarterly, Bulletin de 
correspondence hellénique, and Transactions of the American Philological Association.  
As discussed in the previous chapter, The Classical Quarterly is a publication of the 
Oxford University Press on behalf of The Classical Association, the largest classical 
organization in Great Britain.  The Classical Association’s membership is worldwide, and 
invites any scholar with interests in the study of languages, literature, and civilization of 
ancient Greece and Rome.  The Classical Association also is involved with the 
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publication of Greece and Rome and The Classical Review which received eight and two 
citations respectfully among the journals studied.   The Classical Review is a journal 
aimed completely toward reviewing books published in the classical studies field dealing 
with literature and the civilizations of ancient Greece and Rome.  While it was founded in 
1886, it is considered a companion to The Classical Quarterly.  Greece and Rome 
appears to be entirely separate from The Classical Quarterly, and is even designed to be 
more pertinent to those outside of classical scholarship.  The publisher – also Oxford 
University Press – describes the published articles as “scholarly but not technical” and 
also as a journal that is perfect for meeting the needs of undergraduates.  The Classical 
Association is a reputable organization in Great Britain and publishes not only The 
Classical Quarterly, but two other journals through the Oxford University Press; the 
popularity and importance of The Classical Quarterly is well-founded.   
 Of the two journals that follow The Classical Quarterly in number of citations, 
the Bulletin de correspondence hellénique is a much more difficult journal to form a 
concrete understanding of.  Published by De Boccard Ếdition-Diffusion biannually since 
1877, the Bulletin de correspondence hellénique is described as a journal devoted to the 
study of the archaeology of Greece.  The journal publishes empirical research and other 
studies relating to this field.  De Boccard Ếdition-Diffusion is a French publisher of both 
journals and monographs, and focus specifically on scholarly work and research that 
covers primarily Antiquity and the Middle Ages.  It is also a distributor for research 
institutes and universities such as the French School of Athens and the French School of 
Rome.  In this sense, the Bulletin de correspondence hellénique is very similar to The 
Classical Quarterly, although clearly the two journals have a difference focus and a 
 23
different origin of publication.   
 With fourteen citations, the Transactions of the American Philological 
Association is the third most cited journal.  It also shares many characteristics with The 
Classical Quarterly and Bulletin de correspondence hellénique.  Transactions of the 
American Philological Association is the official research publication of the American 
Philological Association, which was founded in 1868.  It is based in North America as a 
principal learned society dedicated to the study of the civilizations, literatures, and 
languages of ancient Greece and Rome.   
 While these top three journals are both connected to prestigious organizations or 
institutions and have been in publication for, in some cases, well over a hundred years, 
many other journals within the top ten most cited journals also have these same 
characteristics.  For instance, Hesperia and the Harvard Studies in Classical Philology 
received twelve citations each and share the fifth ranking in popularity in this study.  
Hesperia has been in publication since 1932 by the American School of Classical Studies 
at Athens, an institution of great esteem in the field of classics.  The Harvard Studies in 
Classical Philology is obviously in connection to Harvard, and is published through 
Harvard University Press.   
 While it would seem that the most popular journals are those with either a long 
history serving the classical studies field, or are part of a larger institution such as the 
American School of Classical Studies at Athens or The Classical Association in Great 
Britain, this is not overwhelmingly the case.  For instance, Classical Antiquity, which 
received nine citations overall, is published by the University of California Press and is 
directly connected to that institution’s classics department.  Bulletin of the Institute of 
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Classical Studies and  Annual of the British School at Athens both received four citations 
each and are a part of well known institutions as well as those journals that were listed as 
more popular.   
 Citations were also found to differ among the journals studied.  Where articles 
published in Mnemosyne overwhelmingly cited The Classical Quarterly, articles in 
Classical Antiquity cited Bulletin de correspondence hellénique over other popular titles 
such as The Classical Quarterly and the Transactions of the American Philological 
Association.  Differences can also be seen in the top five titles cited in each journal 
studied.  What accounts for these differences could easily be the topics of the articles 
published, as well as the scope of the journal that was studied.  For citations in articles 
published in Mnemosyne, while The Classical Quarterly was the most popular journal 
cited, the journals that came after it in citations were titles such as Hermes, Hesperia, 
Minos, and Mnemosyne.  Comparatively, Classical Antiquity’s articles cited Bulletin de 
correspondence hellénique, The Classical Quarterly, Transactions of the American 
Philological Association, Classical Journal, and Classical Antiquity.  Articles in The 
Classical Quarterly tended to favor a different trend, citing titles such as The Classical 
Quarterly, Classical Philology, Journal of Roman Studies, American Journal of 
Philology, Museum Helveticum, and Transactions of the American Philological 
Association.   
 These differences among the most frequently cited titles reflect several things, 
such as the articles published in the journals, the scholars publishing in each journal, and 
what topics each journal is designed for.  That the articles in each journal cite The 
Classical Quarterly regularly attributes to both the The Classical Quarterly’s dominance 
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in the classics field, and the broad scope of the journal which allows for any scholar to 
find articles of interest to their topics.  Journals with a narrower scope were found to be 
more popular among articles in Mnemosyne, which cited titles of journals that focused on 
linguistics and textual criticism, and The Classical Quarterly, of which the three of the 
top five cited titles were journals dedicated to philology.  The journal whose articles cited 
titles that favored a more broad approach to the classics was Classical Antiquity, of which 
three of the top five cited titles were The Classical Quarterly, Classical Journal and 
Classical Antiquity.   
 Looking at the journal titles that were overwhelmingly popular overall and by 
individual journal, those titles that were cited less frequently tend to fall to the wayside or 
might be considered lesser than those that were cited numerous times across the board.  
This would be a misconception, because not only do these titles have worth and an 
audience, but several journal titles that received only one citation in one journal received 
several in another, such as Classical Journal which received one citation in Mnemosyne 
and The Classical Quarterly, although it received eight citations in Classical Antiquity.  
The journals which received only one citation overall might well be obscure in their field, 
relevant only to small topics that certain articles touch upon, or journals that are 
completely outside of classical scholarship and are only cited because the author is 
drawing upon another field in their research. 
 The presence of journals that are clearly removed from classical scholarship in the 
citations of classical studies articles would indicate the interdisciplinary shift the field is 
taking.  Journal titles such as Leisure Sciences and Journal of Leisure Research, which 
were both cited in the same article, reflect the unconventional interests in the author as 
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well as demonstrate this increasing interdisciplinary trend that has been debated about in 
the classics field.  The presence of Poetics Today, Social Sciences Information, and 
Stanford Humanities Review also reflect this, although on a much broader scale than 
journals such as Leisure Sciences.  They can fit classical studies into their scope easily, as 
classics is a field within the humanities and the interest in ancient Greek and Roman 
poetry is clearly not unusual.   
What seems more unusual about the appearance of journal titles that have nothing 
to do with classical scholarship seem to be why there aren’t more of these citations across 
all the articles in the three journals studied.  If this shift toward interdisciplinary research 
has been debated in the classics to the point of fearing that conventional classical 
scholarship might be in jeopardy, the lack of these non-classical studies journals among 
the citations of Mnemosyne, The Classical Quarterly, and Classical Antiquity would 
make this fear rather unfounded.  Since Classical Antiquity and The Classical Quarterly 
also have an expansive scope concerning the classics, the possibility for titles in other 
fields seemed to be much greater than in journals such as Mnemosyne with its specialized 
focus.  Indeed, The Classical Quarterly supplied the great majority of non-classical 
journal titles within its articles.  However, out of four non-classics titles with one citation 
each among the total list of citations, classical scholarship appears to draw upon itself 
more than it does on other fields.  A more comprehensive study might be considered in 
order to fully draw definite conclusions on the growth of this interdisciplinary trend. 
    Among all the periodicals discovered in the citations of these articles, The 
Classical Quarterly stands out as the most popular.  Its dominance over other titles is 
impressive, making it a valuable resource for any academic library to include in its 
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periodicals.  However, this dominance is not overly surprising.  Any description for this 
journal makes it clear that it is one of the major journals in the classics field, as well as an 
invaluable tool for classical scholars.  Another telling factor is the Classical Review, as it 
is published through the same association which considers it to be a supplement to The 
Classical Quarterly.  The nature of the journal might also be another explanation for its 
popularity.  It has a broad scope, publishing research papers concerning language, 
literature, philosophy, and history in Greco-Roman antiquity, which allows it to easily be 
referenced more often then such journals like Bulletin de correspondence hellénique, a 
journal pertaining mostly to Greek archeology.  That the Bulletin de correspondence 
hellénique is also popular also makes an argument for journal that have a specific focus.  
With fifteen citations overall, the Bulletin de correspondence hellénique is clearly a 
popular and respected journal to draw information from.  However, the Bulletin de 
correspondence hellénique’s number of citations is incredibly close to journals 
underneath it that have their own specific interests.  Transactions of the American 
Philological Association and American Journal of Philology sit just behind it in 
popularity, making the Bulletin de correspondence hellénique difficult to analyze.  That it 
is so close to all the other journals cited while The Classical Quarterly surges beyond it 
with thirty-two citations affirms the status of The Classical Quarterly as the predominant 
journal of the classical studies field.   
 The debate over whether or not classical scholarship should continue forward in 
its trend of interdisciplinary research is clearly a frustrating one.  Interdisciplinary 
research has continued to grow over time, although it is important to note that more 
conservative forms of research still exist and thrive in the classics.  The findings of this 
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survey indicate that, with such respected and invaluable journals such as The Classical 
Quarterly and Bulletin de correspondence hellénique the field is in no way being overrun 
by other disciplines.  Moreover, the wealth of classical studies journals found in this 
study might indicate that the field has avenues in which to grow and flourish rather than 
recede into the humanities.  With continued investment in interdisciplinary research 
between the classics and related fields, classical studies will command the ability to 
support the journals which serve it at present and the ones that may be created or added to 
the field in the future.   
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V. Conclusion 
 Over the years information science has paid little attention to the field of classical 
scholarship, including them at times in research only as a small section of the greater 
whole.  This lack of interest can be justifiable, although it has ramifications on library 
collections and use of classical periodicals.  It is even more important to consider the use 
of these periodicals as the field is shifting within the humanities, allowing more 
interdisciplinary research and reaching out into similar areas of study. 
 The conclusions of this study reveal that while interdisciplinary research is on the 
rise within the field, the citations studied within Mnemosyne, The Classical Quarterly, 
and Classical Antiquity suggest that while interdisciplinary research might be a popular 
trend, the overwhelming attitudes of the scholars publishing within these journals use and 
cite the journals that are firmly considered within the realm of classical scholarship.   
 Most interestingly, the journals described as foremost in the classics field were 
overwhelmingly shown to indeed be the most popularly cited periodical titles among 
classics scholars.  Although while classicists did tend to cite most often the journals in 
their own field, there was an indication of interdisciplinary research through the citations 
of journals that are more humanities driven or based in another area all together. 
 As the field of information science learns more about these forgotten scholars, 
whether or not they are classicists or professionals in any other field included in a board 
area such as the humanities, implications will occur in collection development among 
monographs, periodicals, and other information tools.  A change in focus will be in order 
to understand the needs of these scholars, and how libraries will respond remains a 
question.   
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Appendix A 
Periodical Titles Most Frequently Cited Overall 
 
  Journal Title         Number of times cited 
The Classical Quarterly 32 
Bulletin de correspondence hellénique 15 
Transactions of the American Philological Association 14 
American Journal of Philology 13 
Hesperia 12 
Harvard Studies in Classical Philology 12 
Zeitschrift für Papyrologie und Epigraphik 11 
Classical Journal 10 
Hermes 10 
Ramus 10 
Classical Anitquity 9 
Mnemosyne 9 
Arethusa 8 
Greece and Rome 8 
Journal of Hellenic Studies 8 
Gymnasium 7 
Historia 7 
Journal of Roman Studies 7 
Classical Philology 7 
Aufstieg und Niedergang der römischen Welt 6 
Greek, Roman and Byzantine Studies 6 
Latomus 6 
Philologus 6 
Revue des études grecques 6 
Minos 5 
Rheinisches Museum 5 
American Journal of Archaeology 4 
AM 4 
Bulletin of the Institute of Classical Studies 4 
Annual of the British School at Athens 4 
Liverpool Classical Monthly 4 
Museum Helveticum 4 
Proceedings of the Cambridge Philological Society 4 
Antike und Abendland 3 
Arion 3 
Athenaeum 3 
Classica et Mediaevalia 3 
Chiron 3 
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Kadmos 3 
Museum Helveticum 3 
Quaderni urbinati di cultura classica 3 
Revue de philologie 3 
ACD 2 
Antiquité classique 2 
ASA 2 
Annali della Scuola 2 
BCMR 2 
Bollettino di Studi latini 2 
Chronique d'Égypte 2 
Classical Review 2 
Emerita 2 
Eos 2 
Eranos 2 
Gnomon 2 
Grazer Beitrage 2 
Hermanthena 2 
Maia 2 
Poetics Today 2 
Paulys Real-Encyclopadie der classischen Altertumswissenschaft 2 
Revue des études anciennes 2 
Tacitus 2 
Wiener Studien 2 
ZVS 2 
 
  
(58 titles cited one time each) 
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Appendix B 
Periodical Titles Cited in Mnemosyne 
  Journal Title                                 Number of times cited 
The Classical Quarterly 17 
Hermes 5 
Hesperia 4 
Minos 4 
Mnemosyne 4 
American Journal of Philology 3 
Journal of Hellenic Studies 3 
Philolgus 3 
Revue des études grecques 3 
Zeitschrift für Papyrologie und Epigraphik 3 
Classical Philology 2 
Greece and Rome 2 
Historia 2 
Harvard Studies in Classical Philology 2 
Proceedings of the Cambridge Philological Society 2 
Ramus 2 
Transactions of the American Philological Association 2 
ZVS 2 
 
(30 titles cited one time each) 
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Appendix C 
Periodical Titles Cited in Classical Antiquity 
  Journal Title                         Number of times cited 
Bulletin de correspondence hellénique 15 
The Classical Quarterly 9 
Transactions of the American Philological Association 9 
Classical Journal 8 
Classical Antiquity 8 
Ramus 8 
American Journal of Philology 7 
Hesperia 7 
Harvard Studies in Classical Philology 7 
Aufstieg und Niedergang der römischen Welt 6 
Gynasium 6 
Zeitschrift für Papyrologie und Epigraphik 6 
Arethusa 5 
Hermes 5 
Journal of Hellenic Studies 5 
Latomus 5 
American Journal of Archaeology 4 
Greece and Rome 4 
Historia 4 
Mnemosyne 4 
AM 3 
Bulletin of the Institute of Classical Studies 3 
Annual of the British School at Athens 3 
Chiron 3 
Classical Philology 3 
Greek, Roman and Byzantine Studies 3 
Kadmos 3 
Museum Helveticum 3 
Revue des études grecques 3 
Rheinisches Museum 3 
Antike und Abendland 2 
Antiquité classique 2 
Arion 2 
ASA 2 
Annali della Scuola 2 
Athenaeum 2 
Emerita 2 
Gnomon 2 
Hermathena 2 
Journal of Roman Studies 2 
 34
Liverpool Classical Monthly 2 
Maia 2 
Proceedings of the Cambridge Philological Society 2 
Philologus 2 
Quaderni urbinati di cultura classica 2 
Paulys Real-Encyclopadie der classischen 
Altertumswissenschaft 2 
Revue des études anciennes 2 
Tacitus 2 
 
(56 titles cited one time each) 
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Appendix D 
Periodical Titles Cited in Classical Quarterly 
  Journal Title                                   Number of times cited 
The Classical Quarterly 6 
Classical Philology 5 
Journal of Roman Studies 4 
American Journal of Philology 3 
Museum Helveticum 3 
Transactions of the American Philological 
Association 3 
Arethusa 2 
Classica et Mediaevalia 2 
Greek, Roman and Byzantine Studies 2 
Zeitschrift für Papyrologie und Epigraphik 2 
 
(24 titles cited one time each)  
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